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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-8, 1 1, 16-23 have been examined. 



2. 



Claims 9-10 and 12-15 have been cancelled. 



Claim Objections 



3. Claim 1 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

4. As per claim 1 1, the phrase "A for installing software" is used. It is believed that this is a 
typographical error of what should read "A method for installing software". 



5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 3, 1 1, 18, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

7. As per claims 3 and 1 1, the hmitations of "a first database", "a second database", 
"accepting means", "first determining means", "second determining means", and "sending 
means" are consistent with a system, not a method. As such, it is believed that claims 3 and 1 1 
should be system claims instead of method claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 



Appropriate corrections are required. 
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Any claim not specifically addressed, above, is being rejected as incorporating the 
deficiencies of a claim upon which it depends. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

9. Claims 7 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Beelitz et al. 
(US 6,247,126 Bl, hereinafter Beelitz). 

10. As per claim 7, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed including a storage medium 
having software stored thereon for making a computer system, which has a memory in which 
identification information identifying the computer system is stored, execute a function of 
installing a specified software onto the computer system (see column 2, line 67 - column 3, line 
8, column 4, line 6-22, column 8, lines50-54, and column 10, lines 46-65), wherein, 

the software comprises the functions of: 

sending the identification information to another computer system (see column 10, lines 
46-65; EN: the NetPC identification code must be sent to the manufacturing server in order for 
the system descriptor record associated with the identification code to be retrieved from a 
database in the manufacturing server); 
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accepting, following the sending of the identification information, at least one software 
component required for operating a hardware component of the computer system sent from the 
another computer system (see column 10, lines 38-43, column 10, line 67 - column 1 1, hne 17); 
and 

conducting setup processing in order to make the accepted at least one software 
component into an executable state (see column 1 1, lines 18-32; EN: the computer must fully 
operational (i.e., software are in an executable state) following the completion of the software 
installation in order for the NetPC system to be tested). 

11. As per claim 20, BeeUtz further teaches that the software component is a device driver 
and the hardware component is a peripheral device of the user's computer system (see Fig 1, 
items 14, 20, and column 3, lines 52-63). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the inwntion is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

13. Claims 1-6, 8, 1 1, 16-19, 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Beelitz et al. (US 6,247,126 B 1, hereinafter Beelitz), in view of Amberg et al. (US 
5,995,757, hereinafter Amberg). 
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14. As per claim 1, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, including a method for installing 
software in a user's computer which is customized according to a user's order and is supplied to a 
user under a built-to-order (BTO) scheme (see column 1, lines 6-8, column 1, line 63 - column 
2, line 4, column 4, lines 16-22, and column 9, lines 26-32) the method comprising: 

storing identification information of the user's computer system and system configuration 
information, associated with the identification information (see column 10, lines 46-65; the 
manufacturing server stores NetPC identification code which is associated with a system 
descriptor record file); 

storing software components required for operation of the hardware 
components of the user's computer system (see column 10, line 37 - column 11, line 4; EN: the 
software components are stored on the manufacturing server and downloaded to the NetPC); 

accepting from the user's computer system the identification information of the user's 
computer system (see column 10, Hnes 61-65; EN: the NetPC identification code used to retrieve 
the associated SDR file must be from sent from the NetPC since the NetPC is downloading the 
software required for its system); and 

sending, to the user's computer system, the software components required for operation 
of the hardware components of the user's computer system (see column 10, line 37 - column 1 1, 
lines 17; EN: the device drivers are software required for the operation of the hardware 
components). 

Beelitz does not explicitly teach that the system configuration information indicates 
hardware component of the user's computer and Beelitz does not specifically teach determining 
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the software components required for operation of the hardware components of the user's 
computer system as indicated in the system configuration information. 

Amberg teaches a method for installing and testing software for a build-to-order 
computer system where the system configuration information indicates hardware component of 
the user's computer (see Fig 3B, item 370 and column 6, lines 33-40) and determining the 
software components required for operation of the hardware components of the user's computer 
system from the stored system configuration information (see Fig 5, steps 500-550 and column 
8, lines 20-36, column 9, lines 31-37, 46-52, and column 10, lines 29-41; EN: the software 
installation steps associated with the hardware components in the system descriptor record 
indicates the software that needs to be installed for the hardware components of the system). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to have combined Beelitz with Amberg because Amberg further teaches that the system 
descriptor record file disclosed in Beelitz (see column 10, lines 46-65 of Beelitz) indicates 
hardware components of the user's computer and it is used to determine the software 
components required for operation of the hardware components of the user's computer system to 
facilitate easier customization of testing and software installation procedures for built-to-order 
computer systems (see column 2, line 20-24, and column 3, lines 33-39 of Amberg). 

15. As per claim 2, Beehtz does not explicitly teach managing, for an individual user, a fee 
for the software sent to the user's computer system; and collecting the fee from the user. 
However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention that a fee is charged and collected for sending the software since the software is part of 
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the order for the built-to-order computer system and the fee for assembling the computer system 
according to the order includes the fee for downloading and installing the software. 

16. As per claim 3, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, including a method for instalUng 
software in a user's computer which is customized according to a user's order and is supplied to a 
user under a built-to-order (BTO) scheme (see column 1, lines 6-8, column 1, line 63 - column 
2, line 4, column 4, lines 16-22, and column 9, lines 26-32), the method comprising: 

a first database for storing software components required for operation of hardware 
components of a computer system (see column 10, line 37 - column 1 1, line 4); 

a second database for storing identification information for identifying a computer system 
supplied to a user (see column 10, lines 46-47, 61-65); 

accepting means for accepting from the user's computer system the identification 
information given to the user's computer system (see column 10, lines 61-65; EN: the NetPC 
identification code used to retrieve the associated SDR file must be accepted from the NetPC 
since the NetPC is downloading the software required for its system); 

first determining means for determining system configuration information which 
corresponds to the accepted identification information, with reference to the second database (see 
column 10, lines 61-65); 

sending means for sending the determined software components to the user's computer 
system (see column 10, line 37 - column 1 1, lines 17; EN: the device drivers are software 
required for the operation of the hardware components). 
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Beelitz also does not explicitly teach that the system configuration information associated 
with the identification information indicates hardware components of the computer system, and 
Beelitz does not expUcitly teach the second determining means for determining the software 
components required for operation of the hardware components indicated in the system 
configuration information, with reference to the first database. 

Amberg teaches a method for installing and testing software for a build-to-order 
computer system where the system configuration information indicates hardware component of 
the user's computer (see Fig 3B, item 370 and column 6, lines 33-40) and determining the 
software components required for operation of the hardware components of the user's computer 
system from the stored system configuration information, with reference to a database (see Fig 5, 
steps 500-550 and column 8, lines 20-36, 50-57, column 9, lines 31-37, 46-52, and column 10, 
lines 29-41; EN: the software installation steps associated with the hardware components in the 
system descriptor record indicates the software that needs to be installed for the hardware 
components of the system). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to have combined Beelitz with Amberg because Amberg further teaches that the system 
descriptor record file disclosed in Beelitz (see column 10, lines 46-65 of Beelitz) indicates 
hardware components of the user's computer and it is used to determine the software 
components required for operation of the hardware components of the user's computer system to 
facilitate easier customization of testing and software installation procedures for built-to-order 
computer systems (see column 2, line 20-24, and column 3, lines 33-39 of Amberg). 
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17. As per claim 4, Beeiitz teaches the invention as claimed, including a method for installing 
software in a user's computer which is customized according to a user's order and is supplied to a 
user under a built-to-order (BTO) scheme (see column 1, lines 6-8, column 1, Hne 63 - column 
2, line 4, column 4, lines 16-22, and column 9, lines 26-32), the method comprising the steps of: 

sending identification information identifying a first computer system to a second 
computer system (see column 10, hnes 46-65); 

accepting, in response to the above step, at least one software component required for 
operation of a hardware component of the first computer system (see column 10, line 37 - 
column 11, lines 17; EN: the device drivers are software required for the operation of the 
hardware components); and 

conducting setup processing in order to make the at least one software component 
accepted in the accepting step into an executable state in the first computer (see column 1 1, lines 
18-32). 

Beeiitz teaches storing the system configuration information corresponding to the 
identification information sent from the first computer in the second computer system (see 
column 10, lines 61-65). Beeiitz does not teach that the system configuration information 
indicates the hardware components for which software components are required. 

Amberg teaches a method for installing and testing software for a build-to-order 
computer system where the system configuration information indicates hardware component of 
the user's computer (see Fig 3B, item 370 and column 6, lines 33-40) and determining the 
software components required for operation of the hardware components of the user's computer 
system from the stored system configuration information (see Fig 5, steps 500-550 and column 
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8, lines 20-36, column 9, lines 31-37, 46-52, and column 10, lines 29-41; EN: the software 
installation steps associated with the hardware components in the system descriptor record 
indicates the software that needs to be installed for the hardware components of the system). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to have combined Beelitz with Amberg because Amberg further teaches that the system 
descriptor record file disclosed in Beelitz (see column 10, lines 46-65 of Beelitz) indicates 
hardware components of the user's computer and it is used to determine the software 
components required for operation of the hardware components of the user's computer system to 
facilitate easier customization of testing and software installation procedures for built-to-order 
computer systems (see column 2, line 20-24, and column 3, lines 33-39 of Amberg). 

18. As per claim 5, Beelitz further teaches the first computer system reads and executes a 
specified installation software which is stored in a specified storage medium (see column 2, line 
67 - column 3, line 8, column 4, line 6-22, the manufacturing code). 

19. As per claim 6, Beelitz further teaches a step of storing the at least one software 
component which the first computer system receives from the second computer system (see 
column 10, lines 43-45, and column 11, lines 10-17), 

20. As per claim 8, Beelitz teaches the invention as claimed, including an installation system 
for a client/server system comprising a first computer system and a second computer system, by 
which software is installed onto the first computer system (see column 1, lines 6-8, column 1, 



Application/Control Number: 10/004,825 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2193 

line 63 - column 2, line 4, column 4, lines 16-22, column 9, lines 26-32, and column 10, lines 
38-45), 

wherein the first computer system (the NetPC, see column 10, lines 40-41) comprises: 

means for storing identification information for identifying the first computer system (see 
column 1, line 63 - column 2, Hne 4 and column 10, lines 46-65); 

means for connecting the first computer system to the second computer system and for 
sending the identification information to the second computer system, in accordance with 
recovery instructions (see column 2, lines 61-62, column 5, line 51 - column 6, line 5, and 
column 9, lines 55-65); and 

first accepting means for accepting at least one software component sent from the second 
computer system (see column 10, line 37 - column 11, lines 17), and 

wherein the second computer system (the manufacturing server, see column 10, lines 40- 

41): 

a first database for storing software components required for operation of hardware 
components of the first computer system (see column 10, line 37 - column 1 1, line 4); 

a second database for storing the identification information for identifying the first 
computer system, and system configuration information indicating the hardware components of 
the first computer system (see column 10, Unes 46-47, 61-65); 

accepting means for accepting, from the first computer system, the identification 
information of the first computer system (see column 10, lines 61-65); 
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first determining means for determining system configuration information which 
corresponds to the accepted identification information, with reference to the second database (see 
column 10, lines 61-65); and 

sending means for sending the determined software components to the first computer 
system (see column 10, line 37 - column 1 1, lines 17). 

Beelitz also does not explicitly teach that the system configuration information associated 
with the identification information indicates hardware components of the computer system, and 
Beelitz does not explicitly teach the second determining means for determining the software 
components required for operation of the hardware components indicated in the system 
configuration information, with reference to the first database. 

Amberg teaches a method for installing and testing software for a build-to-order 
computer system where the system configuration information indicates hardware component of 
the user's computer (see Fig 3B, item 370 and column 6, lines 33-40) and determining the 
software components required for operation of the hardware components of the user's computer 
system from the stored system configuration information, with reference to a database (see Fig 5, 
steps 500-550 and column 8, lines 20-36, 50-57, column 9, Hnes 31-37, 46-52, and column 10, 
lines 29-41; EN: the software installation steps associated with the hardware components in the 
system descriptor record indicates the software that needs to be installed for the hardware 
components of the system). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to have combined Beelitz with Amberg because Amberg further teaches that the system 
descriptor record file disclosed in Beelitz (see column 10, lines 46-65 of Beelitz) indicates 
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hardware components of the user's computer and it is used to determine the software 
components required for operation of the hardware components of the user's computer system to 
facilitate easier customization of testing and software installation procedures for built-to-order 
computer systems (see column 2, line 20-24, and column 3, lines 33-39 of Amberg). 

21. As per claim 1 1, the limitations recited in this claim are substantially similar to claim 3. 
Therefore, it is rejected using the same reasons as claim 3. 

22. As per claim 16, the limitations recited in this claim are substantially similar to claim 8, 
Therefore, it is rejected using the same reasons as claim 8. 

23. As per claim 17, Beehtz further teaches that the software component is a device driver 
and the hardware component is a peripheral device of the user's computer system (see Fig 1, 
items 14, 20, and column 3, lines 52-63). 

24. As per claims 18-23, the limitations recited in each of these claims are substantially 
similar to claim 17. Therefore, they are rejected using the same reasons as claim 17. 

Response to Remarks 

25. Applicant's remarks with respect to claims 1-8, 1 1, 16-23 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

26. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

o O'Connor (US 5,894,571) is cited to teach a process for configuring software in a build- 
to-order computer system. 

o Nguyen et al. (US 6,202,07 B 1) is cited to teach a computer manufacturing system 
architecture with enhanced distribution functions. 

' o Doran et al. (US 6,385,766 B 1) is cited to teach a method and apparatus for windows- 
based installation for installing software on build-to-order computer systems. 

o Smith et al. (US 6,487,522 Bl) is cited to teach a system and method for selectively 
executing a computer program based on the presence of associated hardware. 

o CoUigan et al. (US 6,519,762 Bl) is cited to teach a method and apparatus for restoration 
of a computer system hard drive. 

o Fogarty et al. (US 6,721,946 Bl) is cited to teach a method and system for installing 
software on a computer in a computer manufacturing facility with particular application 
in a build-to-order computer manufacturing facility. 

o Whiteside et al. (US 6,829,732 B2) is cited to teach network-based software recovery for 
build-to-order computer systems. 

o Amro et al. (US 6,948, 169) B 1 is cited to teach web-based factory manufacturing of 
computers in a build-to-order manufacturing environment. 

o Toh et al. (US 7, 1 88,255 B 1) is cited to teach a software delivery system. 
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27. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jue S. Wang whose telephone number is (571) 270-1655, The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 7:30 am - 5:00pm (EST), 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on 571-272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Jue Wang 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2193 




LEWIS A- BULLOCK. JR. 
PRHyMTY EXAMINER 



